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PREFACE

The constitutions of Catholic countries like Spain, Argen-
tina, Paraguay, etc,, require that the president or premier be
of the Roman Catholic faith, thus disqualifying all Protestants,
Jews and atheists. Constitutions of Protestant States often
required the candidate for office to believe in the divinity of
Christ, the inspiration of the Bible, etc. The constitution of
Texas still requires belief in “a Supreme Being” (Art. 1, Section
4). Because the United States has millions of good citizens
who are of Jewish, Arab, Chinese and Japanese extraction,
while millions of others have no religious affiliation at all, our
Constitution has ruled that “no religious test shall ever be
required as a qualification to any office” (Arz. 6).

The sixth article of our Constitution refers to the candidate,
not to the voter. If it could be proved that the President of
Argentina was of the Jewish faith, his election would be invalid
and his authority illegal. If it could be proved that the Presi-
dent of the United States was of the Jewish faith, his election
would remain valid. No religious test, creed or affiliation is
required. As the sixth article does not refer to the voter, it
could not imply that the voter may not examine and weigh
the religious belief and philosophy of a candidate. Our Consti-
tution does not regulate the personal likes and dislikes of the
voter. The religious belief and philosophy of a candidate, such
as his stand on freedom of religion, separation of Church and
State, birth control, the overthrow of the government by force,
etc,, are far more important than his personality and many
other qualifications which may have contributed to his election.
If the Constitution forbade our votes to be influenced by
religious issues, or by our religious preferences, it would not
only mean that millions of votes have been invalid, but that
the voter is no longer free to vote for the man of his choice.
It would then be equally unconstitutional for Catholics to vote
for a Catholic candidate because of his Catholic faith. The
existence of a “Catholic vote”, however, is a recognized fact.

We all know, for example, that the Mennonites are a nice
and harmless group of Christians. Their religion holds that it
is a sin to bear arms in defense of one’s country. As the President
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of the United States is the Commander-in-Chief of the Armed
Forces and has the duty to protect our land against our
enemies, there would be very few Protestants or Catholics who
would vote a Mennonite into the White House. This is using
good common sénse. Those who would call this a case of bigotry
and anti-Protestantism are maliciously confusing the issue.

We all know, for example, that the Jehovah Witnesses are a
non-Catholic group who believe that it is a sin to salute the
flag. Voters who do not like an American President who would
be afraid to salute the American flag have the right to vote
for someone other than a Jehovah Witness. Those who main-
tain that the raising of such a religious issue is unconstitutional
are purposely misinterpreting our constitutional laws for selfish
reasons.

We all know, for example, that the Roman Catholic religion
differs from all other Christian faiths in that it has a hierarchy
which opposes democracy and which rules dictatorially over its
subjects. Rome uses anathemas and excommunications to force
Catholic leaders to obey its commands. Because the Pope is the
ruler of an independent State, and because every devout
Catholic believes that it is a sin to disobey his commands, many
non-Catholics hesitate to vote a subject of this foreign ruler into
the highest office of the land. It is their constitutional right and
privilege to cast their vote for the man of their own choice. To
legislate the preferences and decisions of voters is to abolish
democracy itself. To accuse the American voter (80% non-
Catholic) of bigotry and anti-Catholicism is in itself an act of
bigotry, of anti-Protestantism, if not anti-Americanism.

There are more Catholic representatives in Washington than
of any other denomination. The local governments of our cities
are predominantly Catholic. It is almost impossible for a
Protestant to become mayor of such corrupt cities as Chicago.
It becomes evident that Protestants will be called bigots until
they have sold their birth rights one hundred per cent..

Non-Catholic presidents have been extremely cautious never
to use the power and dignity of their office to further the cause
of their particular creed. Many non-Catholic voters fear that a
Catholic President could be made an agent to promote both the
spiritual and political aims of Rome. Protestant groups, for

example, are struggling to hold their own in cases of mixed
marriages (a totalitarian church has an advantage over a
democratic one). A Catholic President would not only give
Catholicism more prestige, but it would become more difficult
for Protestant parents to convince their children not to forsake
their own religion when marrying a Catholic. There is the fear
that our newspapers would give in to the constant pressure of
the Catholic press to show week after week the President not
only worshipping in the Cathedral of Washington, but kneeling
before his Cardinal and kissing his ring. The.latter would create
the false impression that the President is not the first citizen
of the land. Whenever a Catholic President would have to make
a difficult decision which enters the realm of conscience—such
as to declare war or to use the atom.bomb—he would have to
confide State. secrets to his confessor, i.e. to a member of the
hierarchy. Under penalty of excommunication a Catholic Presi-
dent could be forced to declare war on certain nations, thus
forcing American boys to fight the wars of the Vatican. The
Roman hierachy might pressure a Catholic President to appoint
certain Catholics to his Cabinet, to pack the Supreme Court
with Catholics, to re-interpret the Constitution, to advocate
public funds for Catholic schools, to use the power of the White
House and of Congressional Committees to oppose or vilify
those who dare to fight for separation of Church and State.
This book will examine the evidence on which such fears are
founded. :

Peter J. Doeswyck
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POPE'S CONDEMNATION OF DEMOCRACY

Hitler wrote ‘Mein Kampf’, a blueprint of aggression, and no
one took him seriously il he actually invaded all of Europe.
It would be catastrophical if the free world would make the
same mistake by ignoring the papal blueprints for the destruc-
tion of democracy.

" Pope Leo XIII (d. 1903) in his infallible Bull “Immortale
Dei” attacks the democratic movements in Protestant countries
and singles out the American form of democracy, though care-
fully aveiding the name of our country. He denounces as heresy
the American principle that all men are created equal. Freedom
of religion, freedom of speech and freedom of the press are
termed principles of “unbridled liberty” (effrenatae libertatis).
When President Lincoln defined democracy as a government of
the people, by the people and for the people, the Pope de-
nounced it as the Rule of the Mob. He condemned majority
rule, because the majority can be wrong and may prefer evil
and heresy to justice and truth. Hence, he concluded, a govern-
ment by the mob cannot be of God. He attacks the democratic
system of voting because it forever endangers the office of
those in power.

The Pope denounces the American system of civil marriages.
He maintains that civil powers are subservient and subject to
ecclesiastical authority, and receive their authority and juris-
diction’ from God (or His Vicar), not from the people. He de-
nounces as heresy the American principle that the State may
not favor one religion over the other. He condemns the Ameri-
can principle that man may follow his own conscience in mat-
ters of religion, and may worship God as he sees fit. He con-
demns the American principle of separation of Church and
State, and he calls it an.invention of the “lovers of the most
shameless- liberty” (ab impudentissimae libertatis amatoribus. )
+ Though forbidding Roman Catholic laymen to meddle in the
politics of Roman Catholic countries, the Pope instructs the
Roman Catholics of Protestant countries (America) to run for
public office. He explains that by doing so they do not publicly
approve the democratic way of life, but by infiltration they will
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obtain the necessary power to “change” the present system, to
infuse Roman Catholic principles into American life and legis-
lation, and to make America Roman Catholic.

The Pope further explains that his Constitution and his laws
have priority over our Constitutional laws, and that all Roman
Catholics owe first and foremost allegiance and obedience to the
bishops of their church. No one is allowed to lead the double
life of pretending to be a Roman subject and an American citi-
zen at the same time whenever the laws of Rome conflict with
those of America. Last but not least, the pope instructs Roman
Catholic authors and newspapermen to forget their former
loyalties and to present the Roman cause in print everywhere.

Before we quote the most important passages of this papal
Bull, may we first refresh your memory with the terminology and
dates of a few American documents?

DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE, 1776.

“We hold these truths to be self-evident, that ALL, MEN ARE
CREATED EQUAL, that they are endowed by their Creator
with certain unalienable RIGHTS, that among these are Life,
Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness. That to secure these
rights, governments are instituted among men, DERIVING
THEIR JUST POWERS FROM THE CONSENT OF THE
GOVERNED.”

BILL OF RIGHTS, 1791.

“Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of
RELIGION, or prohibiting the FREE exercise thereof; or
ABRIDGING THE FREEDOM OF SPEECH OR OF THE
PRESS” (Amendment I).

LINCOLN’S GETTYSBURG ADDRESS, 1863.

“Fourscore and seven years ago our fathers brought forth on
this continent a new nation, CONCEIVED IN LIBERTY, and
dedicated to the proposition that ALL MEN ARE CREATED
EQUAL. . . . that this nation, under God, shall have a new
birth of FREEDOM, and that GOVERNMENT OF THE
PEOPLE, BY THE PEOPLE, FOR THE PEOPLE shall not
perish from the earth.”

12
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ConstrruTio CHRISTIANA

CHRisTIAN CONSTITUTION

or

“IMMORTALE DEI”, ENCYCLICAL OF POPE LEO XIII,
NOV. 1, 1885

Calling the demands of the masses for equality (egalite’)
and for freedom of speech, of religion, of the press, etc.,, a
movement “OF UNBRIDLED LIBERTY” (effrenatae liber-
tatis), Pope Leo (d. 1903) explains and condemns democracy

as follows:

“Eorum principiorum il-
lud est maximum: omnes ho-
mines, quemadmodum gene-
re naturaque similes intelli-
guntur, ita reapse esse in ac-
tione vitae inter se pares . . .
cogitare de re qualibet quae
velit (agere quod lubeat),
libere posse . . .

His informata disciplinis so-
cietate, -principatus non est
nisi populi voluntas, qui, ut
in sui ipsius unice est potes-
tas, ita sibimetipsi solus im-
perat . . . ita tamen ut im-
perii non tam jus, quam mu-
nus in eos transferat, idque
suo nomine exercendum.

In silentio jacet dominatio
divina . . . (vel) principatus
cogitari posset ullus, cujus
non in Deo ipso causa et vis
et auctoritas tota resideat.
Quomodo, ut perspicitur, est
republica nihil aliud nisi ma-
gistra et gubernatrix sui mul-
titudo.

“Of their (democratic) prin-
ciples this one is the most impor-
tant: that ALL MEN ARE UN-
DERSTOOD TO BE EQUAL by
birth and by nature, so that in
reality they are equals through-
out the course of their lives . . .
that he should be FREE to think
what he likes in every matter . . .

In a society guided under such
rule, there is no other legal au-
thority than the consent of the
people, who, as the power is ves-
ted exclusively in them, so they
alone govern themselves . . . thus
they transfer not so much the
right as the function of the gov-
ernment to themselves, and that
to be exercised in their name,

Divine rule is passed over in si-
lence . . . as if there could be
any government whose whole
cause, power and authority was
not vested in God himself, In this
manner, as we see, the State is
nothing else than a MOB as its
own master and governor.

: CIA-RDP80B01676R003600070077-4
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. . . Hinc profecto illa: nas-
cuntur: exlex uniuscujusque
conscientiae judicum . . .
legum ecclesiasticarum nulla
habetur ratio: Ecclesia . . .
jubetur nihil attingere.

... Quare ad jurisdictionem
suam trahunt matrimonia
Christianorum.

.. . principio clamant, disso-
ciari Ecclesiae rationes a re-
ipublicae rationibus oppor-
tere.

... Ejusmodi de regenda ci-
vitate sententias ipsa natura-
lis ratio convincit, a veritate
dissidere plurimum.
. . . timor aliquis turbarum
semper impendeat.

... HUJUSMODI DOCTRI-
NAS . . . Romani pontifices
... impune abire nequa-
quam passi sunt:

Sic Gregorius XVI per Ency-
clicas litteras hoc initio Mi-
rari vos, die xv Augusti anno
1832, magna sententiarum
gravitate ea perculit . . . in
culte divino nullum adhibere
delectum opertere: integrum
singulis esse, quod malint,
de religione judicare: solam
cuique suam esse conscien-
tiam judicem . . .

De rationibus rei sacrae rei-
que civilis distrahendis sic
idem pontifex: ‘Neque lacti-

. . . Hence the following princi-
ples have been born: the judg-
ment of every man’s conscience is
above the law . . . No considera-
tion is given to ecclesiastical laws:
the church is ordered not to in-
terfere in anything.

... Thus they bring under their
own jurisdiction the marriages of
Christians.

... They (democrats) start out

- with shouting that the affairs of

the Church must be separated
from those of the State.

. . . Natural reason alone proves
that such principles concerning
the government of a State are very
far removed from the truth.

. a certain fear of mass-re-
actions hangs forever over our

heads

... SUCH DOCTRINES . . . the
Roman Pontiffs . . . by no means
suffered to go without condemna-
tion:

Thus Gregory XVI in his Encycli-
cal Letter ‘Mirari vos’ of Aug. 15,
1832, denounced in very grave
terms these doctrines . . . namely,
that in matters of divine worship
no preference should be shown;
that it is right for individuals to
judge matters of religion as they
see fit; that the conscience of each
man shall be his sole guide . . .

The same Pontiff spoke about the
motives for separating Church
and State as follows: Neither can

lfpproved For Release 2002/08/2
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ora et religioni et principatut
ominari possemus ex eorum
votis, qui Ecclesiam a regno

separari . . . Constat quippe
pertimesci ab impudentissi-
mae libertatis amatoribus
concordiam illam . . .

Ex iis autem pontificum
praescriptis illa omnino. in-
telligi necesse est, ortum pu-
blicae. potestas a Deo ipso,
non a multitudine repeti o-
pertere.

... (Officia religionis nullo
loco numerare), vel uno mo-
do esse in disparibus gene-
ribus affectos, nefas esse pri-
vatis hominibus, nefas civita-
tibus: immoderatam sentien-
di sensusque palam jactandi
potestatem non esse in civi-
um juribus. ...

Haec quidem sunt, quae de
constituendis temperandis-
que civitatibus ab Ecclesia
Catholica praecipiuntur:

. . nulla per se reprehendi-
tur ex reipublicae formis, ut
quae nihil habent quod doc-
doctrinae Catholicae repug-
net...

we expect more favorable results
either for religion or for the gov-
ernment from the wishes of those
who plan to separate the Church
from the State . .. It is evident
that such a concord is naturally
feared by the lovers of the most
shameless liberty . .

‘From these verdicts of the Popes

it must be absolutely understood
that the origin of public power is
to be sought from God himself
and not from the mob. :

. .. that it is a crime for private
individuals and a crime for States

. to treat different kinds of
religions in one and the same way;
that the unabridged power of
thinking and of publicly sounding
off one’s opinion is not among the
rights of the citizens. . . .

THE CATHOLIC CHURCH,
then, teaches concerning the con-
stitution and government of States
as follows:

... None of the various forms of
governments is per se condemned
so long as they have nothing
which is repugnant to Catholic
doctrine. ..

As the government of the U.S. upholds the validity of civil
marriages contracted by Christians; as it believes in government
of the people (mob), by the people and for the people; as it
believes that men are created equal and endowed with unalien-
able rights; as it believes that government derives its power from
the governed; as it upholds freedom of religion, freedom of

: CIA-RDP80B01676R003600070Q47-4




speech and freedom of the press, American democracy is contrary
to Roman Catholic doctrine and, therefore, is condemned.

Itaque in tam difficili re-
rum cursu Catholici homines,
si nos, ut oportet, audierint,
facile videbunt quae sua cu-
jusque sint tam in opinioni-
bus quam in factis officia.

. .. Item Catholicorum homi-
num operam ex hoc tanquam
angustiore campo longius ex-
currere, ipsamque summam
rempublicam complecti ge-
neratim utile est atque ho-
nestum. Generatim eo dici-
mus quia haec praecepta
nostra gentes universas at-
tingunt.

. . . Quamobrem perspicuum
est, ad rempublicam adeundi
causam esse justam Catholi-
cis: non enim adeunt, neque
adire debent ob eam cau-
sam, ut probent quod est hoc
tempore in rerum publica-
rum rationibus non hones-
tum, sed ut has ipsas ratio-
nes, quoad fieri potest, in
bonum publicum transferant
sincerum atque verum; des-
tinatum animo habentes, sa-
pientiam  virtutemque Ca-
tholicae religionis, tamquam
saluberrimum  succum ac
sanguinem, in omnes reipu-
blicae venas inducere.

Haud aliter actum in pri-
mis Ecclesiae aetatibus . . .

Therefore, in such a complicat-
ed course of events, Catholic men,
if, as they should, they will listen
to Us, will easily see what are
their own and the others’ duties
both in matters of thought and of
action.

... And so, in general, it is proper
and honorable that the concern of
Catholic men should be directed
beyond this narrow field and that
it should embrace the entire field
of public administration. We say
here, in general, because these
Our precepts reach unto all na-
tions.

... Wherefore it is clear that there
is a just reason for Catholics to
seek public office; for they do not,
nor must they seek office for the
reason that they may approve that
which is morally wrong in the
present form of government, but
in order that they may change this
very form, as far as possible, for
the common good, pure and true;
keeping in mind this goal: to in-
fuse into all the veins of govern-
ment the most healthy sap and
blood, that is, the wisdom and
virtue of the Catholic religion.

This same method was em-
ployed in the early centuries of

16 Approved For Release 2002/08/2

Qua ratione celeriter institu-
ta christiana non modo in
privatas domos, sed in cas-
tra, in curiam, in ipsam re-
giam invexere.

the Church. . . By this method
Christian principles found their
way not only into private homes,
but into the army, the senate and
into the royal palace itself.

As the early christians infiltrated the government of pagan
Rome, so Roman Catholics must infiltrate the governments of
Protestant countries, by blindly following the written instruc--
tions of the Pope and the oral instructions of their bishops.

... Jamvero his temporibus
consentaneum est, haec ma-
jorum exempla renovari, Ca-
tholicos quidem, quotquot
digni sunt eo nomine, pri-
mum omnium necesse est
amantissimos Ecclesiae filios
et esse et videri velle: quae
res nequeant cum hac laude
consistere, eas sine cuncta-
tione respuere: institutis po-
pulorum . . . uti: . . . dare
operam ut ad eam, quam
diximus, christianam simili-
tudinem et formam omnis
respublicae traducatur,

Harum rerum adipiscen-
darum ratio constitui uno
certoque modo haud com-
mode potest cum debeat sin-
gulis locis temporibusque,
quae sunt multum inter se
disparia, convenire. Nihilo-
minus conservanda in primis
est voluntatum concordia,
quaerendaque  agendorum
similitudo. Atque optime u-
trumque  impetrabitur, si
Prescripta Sedis Apostolicae
legem vitae singuli putent,

. .. Now, in our times it is fitting
that we renew these examples of
our forefathers. Catholics indeed,
as many as are worthy of the
name, must before all things be
and be willing to show themselves
to be, most loving sons of the
Church; all things inconsistent
with this honor, they must without
hesitation reject; they must use
public institutions . . . and must
labor to this end that the whole
State shall be transformed into
what we have called a christian
image and likeness.

The means to obtaining these
ends cannot easily be regulated
by one and the same method, be-
cause they must fit particular
places and circumstances, which
differ considerably from each
other. Nevertheless, let unity of
planning be maintained and let
uniformity of action be sought
above all things. And both will be
best attained if all regard the
orders of the Apostolic See as the
rule of life and take orders from
the Bishops.. . .

1: CIA-RDPSOBO1676R0036000'{9077-4




atque Episcopis obtempe-
rent. ..

As the laws of the Roman Catholic Church and of the Protes-

Approved For Release 2002/08/21 : CIA-RDP80B01676R003600070077-4

tant States are incompatible, may a Roman Catholic politician
follow the double standard of obeying the laws of his church
in private life and obeying the laws of his country in public

life?

Pariter non licere aliam
officii formam privatim se-
qui, aliam publicae, ita sci-
licet ut Ecclesiae auctoritas
in vita privata observetur, in
publica respuatur . . .

Likewise it is not permissible
to follow one line of duty in pri-
vate and another in public, so that
the authority of the Church shall
be observed in private, and repu-
diated in public. ..

May Roman Catholic journalists, commentators and other
authors follow the policies of their paper, party, or country?

Omninoque istud praecep-
tum teneant qui cogitationes
suas solent mandare litteris,
maximeque ephemeridum
auctores. In hac quidem de
rebus maximus contentione
nibil est intestinis concerta-
tionibus, vel partium studiis
reliquendum loci . . . Si quid
igitur dissidiorum ante fuit,
oportet voluntaria quadam
oblivione conterere . . . et
praecipuo quodam omnium
in Apostolicam Sedem obse-
quio redimendum.

... Haec quidem, Venerabi-
les Fratres, habuimus, quae
nniversis Catholici orbis gen-
tibus traderemus de civita-
tum Constitutione Christia-
na, officiisque civium singu-
lorum . ..

And this Precept must be kept
unconditionally by those who are
wont to commit their thoughts to
writing, especially by those who
write for newspapers. In their
contention for the higher things
there is no room left for internal
conflicts or preferences of parties
. . . If therefore, there existed
some dissensions before, let them
be voluntarily done away with
and forgotten . . . and especially
by obedience to the Apostolic
See.

... These then, Venerable Breth-
ren, are the teachings which We
hold and which We hereby trans-
mit to all nations of the Catho-
lic world concerning the Christian
Constitution of States and con-
cerning the duties of their indivi-
dual citizens. . . .
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Datum Romae apud S. Given at Rome in the St. Peter,
Petrum die 1 novembris an- on the first day of November, in
no 1885, pontificatus nostri the year 1885, of our pontificate
anno octavo. the eighth.

Leo PP. XIII Pope Leo XIII
(Acta S. Sedis 18, 161-180; Leonis XIII Acta 5, 118-150)

OATH OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES

Presidents of the United States must take the following oath:
“I do solemnly swear that I will faithfully . . . preserve, protect
and defend the Constitution of the United States” (U.S. Consti-
tution, Art. 2). :

No Roman Catholic is required to publicly renounce his faith
in his religious leader in Italy. Neither is a Roman Catholic
compelled to seek the presidential office of a Protestant or non-
Catholic country, However, when a Roman Catholic seeks the
presidency of a non-Catholic country with the intention of
breaking his presidential oath and of committing perjury and
treason, this man is not qualified for this highest office of the
land. These facts are self-evident, and those who present these
facts are not bigots but true patriots.

PROPOSED OATH OF THE PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATE

No Roman Catholic devotee, Roman Catholic sympathizer, or
non-Catholic secretly committed to Rome, is fit and worthy of the
American presidency unless he can conscientiously subscribe to
the following declaration:

WHEREAS the “Christian Constitution” of the Roman Cath-
olic Church (Bull “Immortale Dei”) condemns the most funda-
mental Jaws of the American Constitution, and declares heretical
those democratic principles which are most highly revered by the
American people; and

WHEREAS the same Roman Constitution holds it unlawful
for a candidate of the Roman Catholic faith to protect and
defend in public life laws and principles which are contrary to
papal laws and principles;

I hereby solemnly swear, without any mental reservation, that
I denounce as heretical and subversive all papal doctrines, pre-
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cepts and directives which are repugnant to the laws and demo-
cratic principles of our American Constitution and our American
institutions.

CREED OF ANY PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATE

As every loyal American citizen subscribes to the following
American principles, assuredly a worthy candidate for the Ameri-
can presidency could have no objection to subscribing to the
following declarations:

1. I believe in the United States of America as a government of
the people, by the people, for the people; and I do solemnly
swear that I owe no allegiance to any person or organization
which opposes this American principle and which seeks to cor-
rupt the minds of our citizens by defining democracy as the rule
by the mob.

2. I believe that the just power of the American government is
derived from the consent of the governed, i.e., the American
people, and that its authority is not vested in, not subordinate
to, nor dependent upon the consent and divine jurisdiction as-
sumed by any religious leader, foreign or domestic.

3. 1 believe this truth to be self-evident, that all men are created
equal; and I reject as heretical and subversive the theory that
certain privileged men and classes are predestined by birth, by
religion or by ordination to rule dictatorially over the secular
and civil affairs of their fellow citizens.

4. 1 believe that liberty is one of the certain unalienable rights
of men; and I reject as untrue the medieval concept that man by
nature is subject to masters and rulers in whose election or
elevation he had no voice, direct or indirect. I do solemnly swear
that I owe no allegiance to any person or organization which
denies that this nation was conceived in liberty.

5. 1 believe in freedom of religion; and I disown allegiance to
any leader or organization which holds that man is not free to
follow his own conscience and to worship God as he sees fit.

6. 1 believe in the unabridged freedom of speech and of the
press; and I disown allegiance to any person or group which
ridicules this American principle by calling it “unbridled liberty”,
and which denies that this particular freedom is among the rights
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of citizens.

7. 1 believe in separation of Church and State; and I disown al-
legiance to any religious leader who dares to anathematize and
excommunicate his subjects for adherence to this American
principle.

8. I believe that churches ‘and people of all faiths have equal
rights and that Congress shall make no law respecting an estab-
lishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof;
and I do solemnly swear that I owe no allegiance to any person
or organization which rejects the Bill of Rights and which holds
that the Roman Catholic faith must be made the state religion of
all nations, that it must receive preference over all other religions
even when in the minority, and that it is a crime for private
citizens and for States to treat non-Catholic religions on an equal
basis.

9. I believe that the Protestant, Greek Orthodox, Roman Cath-
olic, Jewish and other faiths are to be treated equal according
to the Constitution of my country; and I promise that, if elected,
I will refuse to give diplomatic and political preference to any
particular religious ruler by appointing an American ambassa-
dor to him, by concluding a concordate with him, or by making
any secret commitments to him or to his American representa-
tives.

10. I believe that the American laws, constitutions and the
authority vested by the people in the President are supreme, and
not subordinate to foreign laws or a foreign constitution; and I
solemnly swear that I do not owe allegiance to any foreign ruler
or organization which holds that our Constitution is unconstitu-
tional and not binding in conscience wherever it is contrary to
ecclesiastical laws and pontifical decrees.

11. T believe that the marriages of American citizens performed
by the Justice of the Peace or before an authorized minister are
valid, regardless of the faith wherein the parties happened to be
baptized; and I disown allegiance to any person or organization
which holds that the State may not and cannot join in matrimony
certain citizens of certain faiths, and which holds that civil
marriages of certain parties are invalid and that the offspring
thereof is illegitimate.
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12. I believe that one is not faithful to his oath of office in case
one seeks the office of the President for the purpose of destroying
the democratic principles laid down by our Constitution; and 1
do solemnly swear that I do not owe allegiance to any person
or organization which demands its members to infiltrate the
branches of government for the direct purpose of overthrowing
our democratic form of government and supplanting it by 2
foreign, religious, or fascist rule.

BULL “LIBERTAS PRAESTANTISSIMUM”

The same Pope Leo XIII (d. 1903) condemned our American
form of government on many other occasions. In his Encyclical
“Libertas praestantissimum” (June 20, 1888) he declared the
American principle of “Separation of Church and State’ a “perni-
cious maxim”, and he concluded:

“From what has been said, it follows that it is in no way lawful
to demand, to defend, or to grant promiscuous freedom of
thought, of speech, of writing, or of religion, as if they were s0
many rights which nature had given to man.”

As 2 Roman Catholic is forbidden to “defend” the very first
article of the Bill of Rights, it follows that he cannot take the
oath of office to “defend the Constitution” without committing
perjury. .

At this point we may warn our reader not to be misled by the
jesuitical adjective ‘promiscuous’. Jesuit authors are known
for employing certain adjectives which they want the reader to
interpret as being derogative, but which, in case of criticism,
can be falsely explained as qualifying, For example, Jesuits will
seldom or never denounce “communism” pure and simple, but
always attack “atheistic communism”, just in case communism
would be victorious. So they speak of promiscuous, unbridled,
unabridged and most shameless liberty, while clearly condemning
all forms of democratic freedom.

THE JESUITS

The Jesuit Order was founded after the Reformation under
Pope Paul M1 (d. 1550) for the direct purpose of destroying

Protestantism, As the early Chﬂsﬁmﬂquswe?ggggai%ﬂosm
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the upper classes of pagan Rome, so the Jesuits were to secretly
infiltrate the governments, seminaries, society and political
groups in Protestant countries. Contrary to tne early Christians,
the Jesuits were allowed to use any means to obtain their ends,
such as spying, bribery, prostitution, blackmail, assassination,
revolution and war. Jesuitry is a Spanish invention with all the
fanatic intolerance and absolute disregard for human rights of
the Spanish Inquisition.

The most dangerous of all Jesuits are the ‘lay-jesuits’ or secret
‘externs’ who may hide their real identity by posing as non-
Catholics or even as atheists (about which later). As early as

Dec. 1, 1581, Edmund Campion, 2 British Jesuit disguised as
a jewelry salesman, was hanged at Tyburn as a traitor for plan-
ning the assassination of Queen Elizabeth and for advocating
the overthrowing of her legal government by force. Dr. Joseph
McCabe, an ex-priest, relates how a disguised Jesuit taught for

years at a Lutheran College in Sweden (Truth about the Catholic
Church; Girard, 1926, p. 52). The Jesuits became such masters
of deceit, intrigue, greed and unscrupulousne